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THE BOOKINGS SURVEY

Figures are not alw ays usetul any move than
; wre are tmes, however,
sarnered facts help to sabstan-
trate or disprove the ¢ s of would-be prophets,
We might, for instance, be able 1o form a cleaver
opinion of the claims of the rechnocrats H we
knew more definively abour our capacity to pro-
{fu:’“&‘; aned we could betier judype the advisabi
of incressing or curtatling production 1f
more facts about our capacity o consume.

""?1(‘ are ke

when carefully

For three vears the Brookings Institusion of
Washington conducted a survey o obtain acrual
Jts regarding P! roduction in Armerica, and the

wings of this inguiry have bees published in
four volumes. D3v. Harold G, Moulton, Pres
dent of Brookings Institution, has summarized
the entive study in an article, Economide Progress
Hoithour Eronomic Revelution.

The failure of our econamic system o
ain the well-being of our country  naturally
ralses the question whetber A et swifter
and surer improvement by soranping the whole
machine and building a new one or h}" adyusting
and adapting Hoth f:};)iaziw;w [

the u!u ane.
their adhevents. Unforvunare
and 1ir. Bloulton’s sumar
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demand for goods and thus evoke an ever greater
volume of production.” For this landable pur-
pose. there ave plans aplenty. Two ar three of
the principal ones are disc I briefiy i this
article, The findines of the survey disprove the
claims of the rechnoerats thar we have already
enlarzed our productive power to the point that
we must Ceurtail outpur and provide for enforced
Feisure.” FEven during our most prosperous €6a
when produstion was ar s peak, there was no
vreat acenmalation of unsold goods. This sinua-
tionr develaped after the depression came and
huving power decressed faster than productian
could be cartaled.

While [, Moulton’s argument  regarding
the share-the-wealth schemes 13 true e the main,
his ideas of wealth are so badly confused that
his fizures become useless. 1o speaking of the
aaconal wealth in 1929, he savs: “Four hun-
mdollars, however, s merely
the value pla on our farms, raibw Fac-
i st 1t cludes not only private pmw’zt\
bue  alse  that owsied by the  government.

‘ surees and labor products are grouped
Yheoause they pro-
are-thewealth advo-
perhans it doesn't
there is much

The onls
; conntry could
b destr would be by confiscation by the
covornment and the ssuance of pool owaership
claims to the people; in sther words, o ornplete
socialization.”  Mer o sibie o
e . E!‘.s‘.‘i'{:’hf{
{(}*lfiﬁt\ £0 DO
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reemed wealth
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. & solution of the problem 18 con-
s article. ooly in the 1§ ]
: ----t!‘!(ﬁ development and irion of
- works o give {?sﬂlsl(?ﬁiali‘i%h We have al-
v discussed in Tav Facrs the point thae T
Mouleon brings out here. “While public employ-
ment Fives WHRESS (0 workers, 1t does not neces-
' ve additional goods and services of the
- the workers wish to purchase.” "The
evey rexsing burden thar s being tmposed il
the raxpayer, is beinging protests, bat no sigr
relief, This method of 1 distrihure na-
tiopal income without mereasing the ooluwme of
ncome s working toward s own destrection,
We discourage the very thing we want, labor
products, by taxing mdustry,

2
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The artempt to vaise the standard of Tiving
and inerease purchasing powsr by raising wages
arbitrariy, has nof, and can oot be suecessfol.
Renl advance in wages can come only thyough
a general scarcity of labor, "Labor orgamzations
have heen able to obiain at best hugher ncomes
for bur a fraction of the nopulation, OF the
forty-nine mithion gainfully eroployved sworkers m

TAX FACTS

the United States in 1930, only 3.4 milfions, oy
an 7 opuer cent, were members of any labor
ton Furthermore, farmers would not
ceive any beneht from s wage increase 1 the
indusiries, aind there would be 2 growing dis-
parity 10 the incomes and purchasing power of
the iﬂdusl:z-ial and agricultural population.

Mioulton suggests that if we cannot vaise
‘amlfm‘ of living INCreasing wages, per-
an achieve the same end by decreasing
“The price-reduction method of distrib-
uting income has the aurstanding advantage over
other methods that the benefits are automatically
extended to the entire population.”  Bat D
Moulton runs into 2 new difficulty. When the
inndividual businessman finds it necessary to make
price concessions in an ofort 1w stimulate a dull
market, he i3 nzmpt:{’é tn cut costs by reducing
wages. 1f this plan iz followed by the magoriy
business managers, the ..undmmug power of
- earning population will be materially

systern has met with

The competitive price
“ynified

wterference  fram  three
wonepoly or fndustrial combination under single
management.  The second s the cartel or collec-
tive monepoly, fer which there 15 group ¢
trol of production wirh o« At '
tnoa wiven industry, The thind s
association whish se cspally ehirough infornsl
arion to stabilize certaln conditions within
dar industeies witheut interfering wich
iboof pz-miu-mm Whers tree ocom-
ould allow g:zwm to be guickly and
w market, moaopolics
1 oprce fiing.
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easthy adjusted o a changi

tend toward inflexibilit

Then we come o one of the
coonomic lide. “le practice the beaefies of
ological  mprovements  have pot always
v oastomatically df\%{"u!ﬂ'ﬁf“i to the popula-
tion as a owhele  So far as we can see, 1 s
imposaible for Dir. Blondton to answer this ques-
tion witheur takiog inte consideration alt of .
elements of production—which he most certasio
does not do. 1t s alse regrettable that so s
should have been spent on e
a

enigmas of our

time and money
search work that was meant to be exhaustive
its scope, but which failed ro cever nearly half
the figld.

Why don't these studious peatlemen perition
this same Foundation (the Falk Foundation of
Pirtsburgh) or any ather foundation, for funds
roromake a survey of land and Tand values; the
ary that economic reat plavs 0 production; the
effect that high land valies have on employment ;
the relavion of land speculation to land wse?
Why don’t the Well, probably, they ne;
’rlum'fhi’ of it. If they had, the funds wouid &
Yave been fortheoming. The Lords of Privile
always huve frowned on any studies that mn;iht
reveal the truth about the economic situation.

e
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Half-truths are not so bad——if you know which
half to tell—and privilege doest

Land is the passive factor in production; from
it we draw our materials: on 16 we stand 1o
make the objects of our desire, to tar, 1o slesp,
to breathe, And the geatlemen of the Brockings
Tnstitution expect to give us 2 complete survey
of productive activity in America while they
continue to vse the very thing that they ig;mz‘c?

“Renefits of technological improvements have
not always been autematicaliv ('ligaemmami to
the popolation as a whole”  Certainly  not.
These bhenelits have been absorbed by parcm
rights, by tariff tolls-—but most <>1 all b
rents. 14 those conducting the sur
2 listle serious thought o what has happened to
fand m]ns{\ it our industrial centers during ibe
past half centary, Dir. Moukton could answer his
awn guestion abowt the beaefits of techaological
improvements. 1f they had ziven as much attens
tiom to land as they did to the other rwo factors
i production capital and ~they  might
see that whether prices are high or low, they
cavmt be divided three wavs, inie reng, and
Ermf:‘cst. - more that nist be taken out for
ss el remaia for wages and interest
can just and reasenable wages or prives be
vintained when labor 15 so hedged zbout by
grivitege and monopoly, and pr1 it s i«*nw‘
to the wery source of production :

5

Flow can the Brookings Tostbhuiion, o
ather defenders of our present  ecanculic

goad case when they por
o of land monopely on
I~

make out a

Storm Bignals

In Inoking

hrough a number of datly papers

this mormng, rehing for itemms relevant o the

tax guestion, our editorial eve slithered over the
praost astonishing number of horrible headbines—
is Liite characteristic of American newspapers, oh
Jear wes, Can ot be possible thar they veflect
the trend of the average Amevican mind?  Arve
those the things that interest and sausfy the
great mass of readers?  Must be.

Mo more discouraging or depressing are the
veports by radio directly from the scenes of the
flood disaster than are the signs, evervwhere
about us, of the indiference with which people
stand by while the whole stracture of civiliza-
tion is slowly pounding to pieces on the rocks
of rgnorance. As Henry George said, the earth
i the tomb of dead empires po Tess than of
dead men.

WMeanwhile, they are rolling the guns o
¢ for the opening salvo of the next war.
Civilization 15 oon its way  out—and 1 st
gFoing on 1iptos.

Cﬁm@@ﬁﬁ@n

In 2 defense of the competitive system, John
W. Davis makes some s pertinent remarks.
he free competitive systern under which
we have lived and t)z()spu{”i has raised imm;m
productivity and with it the general standard ©
Buman Hving more rapidiy than aoy other thett.
has ever '\';wtwi This is a fact so patent that
only those ignorast of eeancmve history can deny
it, VWhar is needed for the better functioning
of this systerm is not less, but greater freedom
a0t mere, bup fewer restraints, hoth public and
private: pot higher prices, vesulring from private
monapaly  or vernment  Axation, but  pric
canstantly tei 1duw to a tower level and there-
with to a broader market and a ln nwnber of
buyers.  We need oot logh and farifls
ar more trade barriers, but lower tawes, lower
tariffs. and freer mter-change of goods and serv-
ives, both ar home and abroad.

th 1o be found in substirut
free men freely working out
their own destiny any svsten whatever of g{;a-'w
ermment management o conirol. For dhi
resunded as it wust ever be by polincal M‘Eh;?;i 5,
i asually llil!iitf‘glltﬂlt seldom  wnseifish, and
gever efficient.  Thar wav lies the voad 10 2
Yowwer standard of Lxm” for eyvery man, wom

and child i the

“There 15 1o he
ing for the effores of

A

Fudfillmment

iy

development  of new industry,
crolls and taxable wealth,
; sary o the welfare of all

s of (.;i.i,f,!:n:_;, bur particularly o the entire
community.”  These arve the words of Preadent
R, T, Cope of the Firestone Tive and Ruobber
Lompany.
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AMany  prople, pacticularly  politionans, fook
upon any nerease of wealth in g community as a
great boon because 1 means more T mGnes. [
it just to lay heavie s o7y A A
because he 1s Jodustrions ul?  Isn't
the thing thar he produces his? What becones
of vour Cproperty vighes” when the government,
1. stare, and federal, steps In every vear to
deprive ¥ou af that which vou have honestly
carned ? Think abour i1, folks  Suech srocedure
i ods WIMILCessaTY as it is wjust.

Maiy of the political speakers swhe make sddresse:
gver the radio shoatd be taken off the ether and put
vwnder WoProsidence Newos-Trifnee.

A pnlhi sargest 1 Philadelphia says uhe 15 sober
i he By oable o say “Susie sat in the soup”  The one
we wonder abent §s Susie—Portland Qregonien

v is the tomorrow that von worried about wese
Shipraie Bok.

i man should pever be By own disciple. He should
abwavs be advancing bevend Wimself —Fruest firasby.
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QUR PUBLIC DOMAIN

. noet only where 15

e might ask ourseh

our country going, bue where has it gone? In

the 1J

public land or

[ EE 51
ST

Texas, and includes the states of Aiis

nited States proper, the area that was once
i the contral of the federsi gov-
ent, mcludes ol of the states north and
of the Ohio and WMississipsl rivers

fxeent

S,

Alabama and Florida— 1 442 200,320 acves.

i
clude
and
DOWe

welusive of Alaska and the pubiic lands in-

d in Indian reservabions, national forects
national parks and withdrawn for water
v, stock drives and nther purposes or withe

drawn as valuable for mineral or for prospective
muneral value or classified as mineral, the area
of the public domain subject o dispssal under

applics

165 695 479 acres, of which
been s

300 1934, was
119 311,782 have

ble Tand daws on T

rveved.

o

“Praring the fscal vear 1933 all public land

i ?E{% iin

w
f
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1935,

sunised 1o sale by p
urress
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N]J Office, for ten

AMen
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e Qmim proper was withdrawn from
v the mineval laws, for classi-

eRCept and

cation and in aid of the Tavlor gmmsm adt <;f

28, V9347 Dhicagn Daily News
1859, Rir. Grow, of Pennsylvania, pro-
that Congress showld amend the Home-
laws by adding the following section
“zfi‘m"

& furiher enpeied, T
= of this act, ne oubln

wation of the § z’«f*.ﬁad(‘g'n..‘
all have hesn i ;
el su duly

rEfuTh

g lm"
l?{ifr. they w
ption ten vears before ¢
of the speculat
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s Tarm and pay for it from z‘he §3r<}ér{:ed3 of

the aoil.”

H
ject,
the

the same publication and on the same sob-
My, Greeley wrote an arnicle, “Land for

Landless”

“The Public Domain of the Unired Stares s
still imroense,” wrote My, Greeley in 1860, “not
withstanding the millions upon milions of acres
which have been squandered or passed over &
the bands of speculators and monopalists, by the
action of the National Governmenr, during the
past few years, Tr 5 estimated by ineelligent
persons, who have given their attention to the
subject, that lving within the States and Tersi-
torics of this government there are now about
arne thousand miltions of acres of public Tands,
still wpentered.  "What shall be done with this
iwmnense domain ¥ is 2 question which has for
vears ocoupied the wminds of thoughttul mes,
whe have the best Interesis of society ar hearr,
At Tength, the great question of the proper dis-
position of these Tac whs has become one of party,
and as foliows: °Bhall the Public
Domain be open t<;x monopoly by speculators,
!{ 'ﬁiinﬂ' iuwif'@h]“ a landed aristocracy? or
wal socupants in small
cpantires, z!é # nomnal m*' . or without price?
'E“h(tm would be no diffculty whatover i ad-
yasting this question at apy time and i the
rigit way, if the MNegro question, which, in
Mational Adminisiration, absorbes or overrides
all others, were not behind it . . . That inter-
est, which is ever wvigilant, anderstands thar |
cannet well exist where small frocholds prevar
and hence it opposes, with all {5 grear powed,
all Preemption and Homestead laws, knowing
well that if our new States apd Territories ave
to he soenpied in guarter-sections, they will be
occupied by working farmers, and not by specu-
Iators and great planters.”

The Eples aod their friends have raised 2 ory
that sounds like much and means oothing: “Pro-
duction for wse”  Whether 2 manufacturer
makes skilless or sprocket-wheels, he does so
with the firm a‘f_:;m-‘iri?“;* that some people want
and w ;*} fie sublime hope
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v"d it to the best

amvw being
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wronild he relessre & use of

1 to huld homes o places of
Froducrion would he stimualated #l1

lisse,

Horace Greelev’s objection o lane
tors and mouopol was well founded.
absurd that o countey as vast and as rich in na.
tural resources as the United States canoot sup-
port the people who inhabit {1




